Government of Plantanoguay 


Plantanoguay is a large country in South America that has twice, in the past 125 
years, been occupied for brief periods by U.S. military forces. Until the late 1970's, it 
was ruled by a military junta supported by the U.S. but has had a democratically elected 
government with competing political parties since then. In its most recent election, the 
ruling Conservative Party, supported primarily by middle class and wealthier voters, was 
defeated by the Worker and Peasant Party (WPP), led by a charismatic former worker 
and labor union leader. The new administration has announced that it will try to forge a 
different relationship with the United States than in the past, based on equality and a true 
partnership in which the U.S. accepts Plantanoguayan independence and does not treat it 
like a "banana republic." Plantanoguay is a major exporter of agricultural products and is 
a leading world supplier of coffee, sugar, and bananas. 


Case-Specific Information 

Plantanoguay is a major producer of dollar bananas and can no longer compete in 
the European market with the current tariff on dollar bananas. Its land reform program is 
a major part of the changes that the present government is attempting to implement. The 
reorganization of banana plantations into producer cooperatives -- with the workers who 
grow the bananas as shareholders -- is an expensive program. The recently elected 
leadership of the Worker and Peasant Party is drawn from activists in the Plantanoguay 
Popular Movement (PPM). The PPM has been urging the government to shift production 
away from export crops such as bananas and toward greater self-sufficiency and food 
sovereignty (see Resource Kit, Food Sovereignty). It has also been urging the 
government to buy or expropriate HAZMAT and/or Poquita land to use for its land 
reform program. 


Frame 

The government is especially sympathetic to GLOBALIZATION WITH A 
HUMAN FACE and, secondarily, to GLOBALIZATION FROM BELOW (see Resource 
Kit). 


Access Rule 

The following teams have automatic access: WTO, U.S. State Department, 
Poquita Banana, Plantanoguay Popular Movement (PPM). Other teams require your 
permission to meet with you. 


Success Indicators: 


External Support (ES): This begins at 100 and is raised by actions that increase 
the confidence of the international financial community in the reliability of investments 
in and the repayment of their loans by Plantanoguay and is lowered by actions that 
decrease the confidence of the international financial community. 

Popular Support (PS): This begins at 100 and is raised by actions that increase 
support for the new government and is lowered by actions that reduce the support and 
strengthen the opposition parties. 

Equality Index (EI): This begins at 100 and is raised by actions that redistribute 
wealth from the richest families to the middle and poorer segments of the population and 
is decreased by actions that increase the relative wealth of the richest families. 

Health Index (HI): This begins at 100 and is raised by actions that remove or 
limit environmental hazards and health risks and is lowered by actions that create 
additional hazards and health risks. 


Overall Success = (2ES + 2PS + EI + HI) /6 


Recommended to Print and Read from Resource Kit: 
You should make hard copies of the following parts of the Resource Kit to read 
ahead of time or bring with you to the game sessions: 


*** Glossary of Technical Terms 

*** GLOBALIZATION FROM BELOW and GLOBALIZATION WITH A HUMAN 
FACE frames. 

*** Food Sovereignty 


Notes: 

Plantanoguay is not based on any single country in the real world but is a 
composite of a number of different ones. It represents a country that is rich in natural 
resources and has, in the past, been a client state of the United States. It has recently 
elected a new government that is attempting to change its dependency relationship with 
the U.S. and to transform the social and economic fabric of the country to achieve a more 
just society. The particular cases in which it is involved are inspired by specific cases in 
the real world and the game attempts to simulate the particular structure of opportunities 
and constraints in which those real world actors were operating. 


The possibility of Plantanoguay leading an alternative approach on issues of 
globalization is suggested by the following profile of Celso Amorim, Foreign Minister of 
Brazil: 

In the Fall of 2002, Brazil elected a new government, headed by President Luiz 
Inacio Lula da Silva of the Workers Party. Lula, as he is generally known, has 
approached global issues cautiously but with a frame that is closer to GLOBALIZATION 
FROM BELOW or GLOBALIZATION WITH A HUMAN FACE rather than with an 
UNFETTERED MARKET frame. 


Lula’s foreign minister, Celso Amorim, is a former professor of political science 
and international relations. He has led Brazil’s attempt to find common ground with 
other developing countries as a counter weight to the domination of the World Bank, 
IMF, and WTO by the United States, Europe and Japan. 

Earlier, in November, 2001, as Brazil’s ambassador to the WTO in trade meetings 
in Cancun, Mexico, he helped to forge a coalition with India, South Africa, and 20 other 
countries, including several very poor African countries, that overturned rules that would 
prevent developing nations from importing and exporting inexpensive generic drugs. In 
May, 2004, he and Lula led a Brazilian delegation on a five day visit to China. 

Hugh Corbet, president of the Cordell Hull Institute, a trade policy think tank, 
characterized Amorim as “an astute negotiator who has managed to pull together a group 
of countries now challenging the duopoly that has dominated the multilateral trading 
system” (quoted in Prada, 2004). The coalition that Amorim is building contends that 
subsidies to agri-businesses and farmers in rich countries distort market prices and hurt 
the ability of developing countries to compete in world markets. They have pushed the 
WTO to focus on the future of agricultural trade. 


References: 
Paulo Prada, Boston Globe Correspondent, “Brazil eyes shift in trade dominance,” 
(Boston Globe, May 23, 2004, p. A13). 


Government of Plantanoguay Action Options 
Action with respect to HAZMAT (check all that apply) 
___ I. No Action. 


___II. Expropriate that part of HAZMAT’s land that is not currently used for beef 
production (about one-half) to include it in the land reform program: 
____ Ila. Paying the full market rate in compensation. 
____ IIb. Paying the value assessed for tax purposes (about half the market value). 
____ IIc. Paying no compensation. 


___ III. Expropriate all of HAZMAT’s land to include in the land reform program. 
____ IIIa. Paying the full market rate in compensation. 
___ IIIb. Paying the value assessed for tax purposes (about half the market value). 
____ IIc. Paying no compensation. 


___ IV. Other (specify)! 


Action on banana production. 


____ Va. Continue to use as much land as possible to raise bananas for export. 

___ Vb. Shift a small amount of land currently used for banana production to other crops 
that are currently imported in order to promote food sovereignty. 

____ Ve. Shift a large amount of land currently used for banana production to other crops 
that are currently imported in order to promote food sovereignty. 

___ Vd. Other (specify)” 


____ VI. Withdraw from the Free Trade Agreement with the European Union. 

____ VII. Withdraw from the WTO. 

___ VIII. Sponsor a tour by PPM representatives to gain international support for the land 
reform effort and the organization of producer cooperatives to produce bananas in 
Plantanoguay. (Requires agreement of PPM.) 


___ IX. Suppress the activities of the PPM by arresting or imprisoning its key leaders. 


____ X. Other action (specify) 


' You should check with the game coordinator who will rule whether such an action would be possible in 
the real world. 
* You should check with the game coordinator who will rule whether such an action would be possible in 
the real world. 
> You should check with the game coordinator who will rule whether such an action would be possible in 
the real world. 


Government of Plantanoguay Press Release 


(This should be written on the assumption that the details of the scenario itself are already 
known and have been reported earlier. You should focus on the actions you have taken 
during Phase Three that you wish to publicize — and, if relevant, possible action that you 
might have taken and did not. You should emphasize those actions of your own and of 
others that you hope will raise your relevant success indicators.) 


Plantanoguay Government Broadcast Rating Form 
The Plantanoguay Government monitors all broadcasts. 


WUSA (Notes on coverage) 


1. Were the actions of the Plantanoguay government covered fully and fairly from 
your standpoint? 


a. Yes. Coverage was pretty much the way we would have presented it ourselves. 


b. Mixed yes and no. Coverage of some of our actions was good but there were 
significant omissions and/or inclusion of distracting and irrelevant material. 


c. No, coverage missed important aspects of our actions and/or distorted other 


aspects. 


2. To what extent would international investors in Plantanoguay be reassured or 
alarmed by the coverage? 


a. Mostly reassured. 
b. Mixed. 
c. Mostly alarmed. 


EuroPress (Notes on coverage) 


1. Were the actions of the Plantanoguay government covered fully and fairly from your 


standpoint? 


a. Yes. Coverage was pretty much the way we would have presented it ourselves. 


b. Mixed yes and no. Coverage of some of our actions was good but there were 
significant omissions and/or inclusion of distracting and irrelevant material. 


c. No, coverage missed important aspects of our actions and/or distorted other 


aspects. 


(Plantanoguay Broadcast Rating Form continued) 
2. To what extent would international investors in Plantanoguay be reassured or alarmed 


by the coverage? 
a. Mostly reassured. 
b. Mixed. 


c. Mostly alarmed. 


Liberation Press (Notes on coverage) 


1. Were the actions of the Plantanoguay government covered fully and fairly from 


your standpoint? 


a. Yes. Coverage was pretty much the way we would have presented it ourselves 


b. Mixed yes and no. Coverage of some of our actions was good but there were 
significant omissions and/or inclusion of distracting and irrelevant material. 


c. No, coverage missed important aspects of our actions and/or distorted other 


aspects. 
2. To what extent would supporters of global justice be reassured or alarmed about 
the government of Plantanoguay by the coverage? 


a. Mostly reassured. 
b. Mixed. 


c. Mostly alarmed. 


